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REMARKS 

Claims 17-46 are pending in the above-identified application, and were rejected. With 
this Amendment, claims 17-46 were amended. 
Objection To Specification 

The Examiner requested Applicants update the patent number information for U.S. 
Application No. 10/444,775 in the "Related Application Data" section. In response, Applicants 
have amended the specification as requested by the Examiner. Thus, Applicants respectfully 
request withdrawal of this objection. 
35 U.S.C. § 112 Indefiniteness Rejection of Claims 

Claims 17-25 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Applicants have amended the claim 17 to address the Examiner's 
concerns and respectfully request withdrawal of this rejection. 
Double Patenting Rejection of Claims 

Claims 17-46 were rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-10 of U.S. Patent No. 6,842,752. 
Claims 17-46 were rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-19 of U.S. Patent No. 6,601,092. Claims 17-46 
were rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting as being 
unpatentable over claims 1-24 of U.S. Patent No. 6,651,090. Claims 17-46 were rejected under 
the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over 
claims 1-72 of U.S. Patent No. 6,308,203. In response to this objection, Applicants are 
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submitting "Terminal Disclaimers." Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of 
this rejection. 

35 U.S.C. § 102 Anticipation Rejection of Claims 

Claims 17-46 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Herz et al 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,754,938). Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. 

As amended, claim 17 recites, among other limitations "sending the manner or the one or 
more items requested by said service provider device to said terminal device; and displaying to 
the user the manner or the one or more items on the terminal device." Herz, however, does not 
teach, or even suggest displaying to the user either the manner in which the personal information 
is to be used or the personal information that is being requested. By doing so, the present 
invention permits the user to view which specific personal information is to be sent and/or how it 
is to be used, which may then also allow the user to choose whether or not to permit the 
information to be sent. Accordingly, Applicants submit that independent claim 17 is allowable 
over the cited art. For similar reasons, Applicants submit that independent claims 26, 35, and 41 
are also allowable. 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, Applicants submit that all claims are 
clearly allowable over the cited prior art, and respectfully request early and favorable notification 
to that effect. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

Dated: November 2. 2005 By: 



ipectfully submitted, 
/id R. Metzger / [J (J 
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